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A long complaint against David Susskind, which could better 
be made by any other critic. 

"David would _ invite ms to appear on his 'Open End' program 
...but tb^ t invitation has not been forthcoming." 

If true it in no way distinguishes him, which is true 

oi tne burden of his complaint, and certainly is less true of him 
his book to the contrary notwithstanding, than anyone else. However 
what this passage ignores is the fact that he did appear, in October 
lVb4, on what appear to have been the same facilities, with Susskind 
replaced by Harrison Salisbury and with a number of other panelists. 
In Wasiiington it liad th.6 same spot, and I have s tape of it# 

What it all adds up to is a book-length complaint about a 
media conspiracy against Mark Lane - again, "alone". On the cover 
this comes out as Mark Lane replies... to the press and communica- 
tions industry ... and tells the often grim story of how his dissent 
was almost silenced." 

^ffhis and more in the cover ad in Publishers' Weekly: "The 

thrilling story of a lone man determined who stood up to 'The Estab- 
lishment' - and won! ... story of how the U.3. government and the 
communications industry attempted to suppress his investigation of 
the Kennedy assassination - and failed." 

^ Inside this printed "Hearts and Flowers" we learn of the total 
conspiracy of all the networks - against Mark, alone. 

Now if this is true, and could Mark possibly lie? we require 
an explanation for this language, part of the (for him) nndest three- 
page account of how, Dutch boy with 10 fingers and 20 holes in the 
dike, he - alone - turned the tables. It is what the cover of his 
paperback calls "Important New Material Added". Less than 10 pa^^es 
in all, less than seven being his retailing of the work of others, 
from these three pages this language is worthy of special considers- 
tion. These are Mark Lane's own words: 

I ^PPsared as a guest on l85 television and radio pr ogratns 
originating from almost every major city in the United States. Many 
of these were important network or syndicated programs, some were 
specially produced documentaries, two and even three hours long. I' 
think the new response of the media and the fact that a genuine dia- 
logue is now under way in America regarding the events in Dallas is 
an indication of the resiliency of the American society." 

^ Question: Gan both Mark Lanes be honest, honorable men and 

writers ? 
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rush to judgment 



A public discussion groun in Npw i. 
hold a roundtable session*^ abom 

conclusion that Lee Harvev OswpIh its 

John F. Kennedy. The mafor dMrniri'* f assassin of 

finding any one^of staturi ®^°“P ''' 

Warren Report and itffindin^s T^a? ^ 0 "?® ‘h. 

how the atmosphere has chan*eed in ^ ^^ample of 

massive report and its % voTme of ‘h- 

and evidence were published In thn 'estimonv 

then was aceepTd widdv nl '‘f'* Oswald 

although doubt contTnued ,rnrev^ in p'‘ Ptt^tion- 

of polittoal assassinations anS'On sp"acv'”l5ndrr'‘d 
stances Mr. Wicker suggested that if Jnnui '*>e otrcum 

for the Congress to pass Mr Kimfn sound procedure 

“esublish a Joint Legislature « resolution and U 

Vi.. ,1,. ,5.,. - 

"I”™ “» 

dence, TAe New York Time-: volumes of evi- 

the by-hne of Anthony Lewis thOOwashinOt '’'’®'' 

were published i'od7I''alo7rw7h77 7 ^9''-’-'’-- 22, 1963, 

. Other witnesses before the coOmhs on f '^e 551 

Portmg exhibits filled 26 voiZO xhn '^'P- 

ing^y supported the conclus on of "".°"y "''erwhelm- 

Sizt^t «lo-'Z:^oO 

the work of one unhappy man^LO Han" OsOriX"^ 

■to the time that he felt p,,m ^ in his posses.sion prio 
American peoZ as io^h ir mO'" £ 
with Mr. LewO fea s ncT I P‘>^‘''<='rlarly stru, 

read the material and to ^ '"“re than one year ,', 

led me to an entirely different conclusiZ''''''"’ ' 
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Another example of the news media’s new approach to 
the Warren Report can be found m the signed editorial pub- 
lished in Life following the publication of Rush to Judgment. 
As the reader of this book can ascertain Life played an im- 
portant role in assuring the American people that Oswald was 
the lone assassin. However, its recent editorial called for a 
new investigation and a new report, concluding that “the War- 
ren Report is not enough.’* 

During the years following the assa.ssination but prior to 
the publication of my book, 1 traveled throughout the United 
States discussing the government’s position. At that time not 
a single network radio or television program permitted dis- 
sent from the government’s findings. Following publication of 
Rush to Judgment, however, 1 appeared a.s a guest nn |.S5 
television and radio programs originating from ahiur.t ebcrv 
rnajor city in the United .States. Many of ihese vvere inii„ 3 i taut 
network or syndicated programs, some were snecially pro- 
duced documentaries, two and even three hou.-^, iivng.' 

I think the new response of the media and ih.; fact that a 
genuine dialogue is now underway in America regarding the 
events in Dallas is an indication of the resiliency of the .Ameri- 
can society. The rejection of the Warren Report in America 
followed immediately after the dialogue began, indicating, I 
think, almo.st conclusively that the acceptance of the Report 
was predicated upon the one-sided [ reseniatioii of ti^.r Rm.-rt 
and the denial of access to the American peci'R '■ ■ h.rte 
who had another view to offer. It appears liked, ■; m; Tmo- 

peans rejected the Report at the outset - • sc ti-,,,- ,,re 

necessarily “conspir.acy-minded’’ bin r,i!her h- Pi 

both sides were permitted an oppurtunilv lo n. (.card a ■i.^'^ 
outset. 

Several important television and r:i-!,’o pt.'r '■ h, in- 
vited members of the Warren Conuni.s.vaori to o-, d’aic ■- d! me, 
but thirs f.ir the members have refused to defend ihc i I'eport 
m public. During October Congressman Ford ,md 'dr. DuHes 
became the first members of ihe C orn.’niibs.c ,i lo hienf tbe 
vow ot silence and to react to the on! ersm cvmtamcd in mv 
book. They charged that 1 sought to ■undcr'i inc" the 'work 
ot the Warren. .Commi.ssiun and thaf irn nook was a “dis- 
se.vice’’ to' the "memory of the l.it' Pres; d.am Kennedy '' Is 
It not lrue.:.h(5vever, that in a democ'alic sc.c'elv it is' not 
merely a r«hi. bm a responsibility of cir.,;. n-.mp to question 
rauoulent governmental edicts’.' Is iioi ..siwnsus imposed 
from above the di.inmark of a lotalilanan .socicU ’ .And was 
not the “disservic,' President Keiine.iy s irumors and t.’, 









